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SOME O NEW BOOKS
A Lifte of Thacokeray.

Weare indelited to Mescra H S Stone & Ca
for two voiuaes ollectively entitled The Ltfe
of Wilitam Mukepeace 1hackeray, Ly LEWS
MELviLLe  There has long been current an

tmprossion that | hackeray did notdesiren blog-
paphy of himue!! tobe written; the wish, whether
expreased hy Lim ur not
his family, thougt the want has been, to some
extant, supplied in the socalled biagraphlical
edition of his workse Hted by one of hisdaughters.

In spite of the sappose Liguncton, not a few bio
grapldeal and ritieal estimates of Thackeray
have Hpen pullished, werhnps the best known of

these was written by Anthony ‘trollope, and ap-
peared in the Lnglich Men of | etters” series
Since the fiel ! hol alrendy invaded, we
know of no ren<n why Mr Melville should not
atternpt to glean fram it more copiongly and itis
certain that n ome coult unlertake the task in &
more sympathetic spiit 10 there be indeed,
any obfsction 1o the work 1tis not one that could
come gracefully from the novelist's family, for
throughout, excrnt in connection with a ringle
incident the pre-ent biorrapher's attitude is one
of unqualiied atmirction and approval For
that very reason the final estimate of 'l hackeray,
considerad hotl artistand asa man,
reniaing to be o we should
be grateful for the abundant data which Mr.
Melville has collected (rom lunumerable sources.
We shall avail cirselves of the book trthrow light
on certaln que<tions which are often mooted in
regard to T'ha namely, What was the
social status » b 1 belonized to iim by birth and
by eatly surroun fings; how came ha to take up
literature as a 1o ession, how did it happen that
his genius was < tardily recognized, didd he ever
gain a pecuniar: sucoess as well as fame by his
writings; was his conloct in the Yates incldent
deserving of commendation, and, what place
did heattain in the literature ol the Victorian Age?
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Thackeray tisad 1o say that it took three yen
erations to make a gentleman, though he was
faithlass to this rule, when he depicied Col. New-
come, whose {11her had Legun life asa weaver, and
whosemother wasa weavar' sdaugliter. He himsell,
however, matisiied the test  His paternal grand-
father, Williami Makepeace ‘Lhackeray, was a
conspicuous eivil servant in India, where he
amassed a foriune, and where he married the
daughter of Lisut ol Webb, a descendant of
the victor of Wevnandal. who iy portrayed in “Fs-
mond.® The father was Richmond
Thackeray, wiio risitg through various
posts inthelnilaservice becamed ollector of Cus-
toms (0 the ¢ alentiadisiricts, the most important
appointment it the Governor General 5 gift. He
marred Anne e er a connection of Richard
Bechor, who Leld Loeh odiee during Lord Clive's
administration \fter her husband's death the
future novelist's othar married Capt Carmichael
Smyth, who is cenerally supposed to have bheen
the prototype, or al least, one of tha prototy pes,
of Col. Neweome lLeaving In'la, at tie age of 4,
for England wiih his mother, the hoy was tirst sent
to a school In Cluswick Mall, and afterward to
Charterhonise, whicl (2ures o s novels as Grey
friars.  Charterhonse, we need point out,
does not figure (o the Crstrank of Baghish publie
schools with  'ton and larrow, or even in the
seeond rank with Westminater, Winchester and
Rughy. According to e sclhioo! fellows, Thackeray
never hecame a [irs rate classical scholar, neither
did he evinee any fleld sports in
which hiscomradesdelishted FPyven atschool, how
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some of which are rensnted in the first of the vol
umes hefore as Lo iehruary, 1829, wiien he was
not vet 18, havinge been horn in Jaly, 1811, Thack-
eray went up Irinuty College, « ambridie,

Vs sieplather, Mainr Smyth,
fust as Arthur Peyle vas accompanied by
bhis uncle, the Major  He stayed at Cambridge
for two vears, and then went down without taking
his degree.  Tir same ttung has been true of
many other Fnglichimen of genius, who have
looked to Cambridze as their alma mater, includ
ing names s vmonratively recent as those of
Byron, Wordswarth and Tennvson  Aceording
to his own aceount, he “read a tremendous lot of
history,” and it is sugzested that at this tme he
1aid the foundntion of lis lave for the writers of
the cighteenth contury 15 to have spoken
at the Union. bat he never hecame a successful
speaker AL Cambr Thackeray
con'ribatel to o livls weoltiy naper called the
Snanh, and in 1520 he invended to compete for the
Chancellor's medal for an Fnglish poem on the
subject of Timbucta, Lid not fimish
werses on tha day anpounied
poem was pracucally a
fect, it would in any event have had no chance
of obtaininz the prize, which was awarded
to Alfred Tennvson  In spite of Trolloje's
contrary hellel, the present hiozrapher cpines that
Thackeray s universoe cameor Ll hun agreat deal
af good.  Certainly his studiss were carried 1o no
great depth, but he acamrel o general knowledge
of many things wnich later  proved of use
Thackeray him«elf underrated the value
of A classical ¢ fuovtion and when King
lake laughed at the practioe of dreilling bovs at
Eton for ive or «x taars 1n Latin eaomaosition,
Thackaray said to him It has made you what
you are” It was at Cambrdee,  according
to Mr. Richmond tchoe that his social status
became fixed. Though he was alterward  to
consort with the acpuaintances into
which a man is force ]l by al s.17, he was never
a genwine bohemin himse [ but alwavs faithful
to the traditions of the class in whieh he had heen
bornand bred  Attertiom s here dir
that Sir Walter HBesant others have
professed thems!ves unahle o understand how
Thackeray coull have Lnown enough of the
waysof tha Upper Tea 1, be ane to depict society
($ha mociety) in "\ a sinee, they ingist,
1t was onlyafter the & f that bhook that he
obtained the cntree into those exclusive circles
The present hiocrapher would reenind them that
Thackeray was ‘he < and or thal matter,
the grandson well wdo peaple belonging to
the upper midd |« ¢'ass that he Lind a publie sehool
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and university educaton and that at Cambndge,
he made lasting frevadips with «uc’s men as
Edward Fitzgerald, Altred Tennyson, W. H
Thompson, R ( rench,  John  Sterling,
James Spedding and Monckion  Milpes  Ae
cording w0 Dagehot, the value of an Eng-

lish university
in the friendship

1raining always consists more
tormed with el w
students than in the aetisl studies and examina
tiona.  This provel to be spicons!y the fact
in the case of Geo e Canning. and, we may add,
of Mr. Glad-tine

After coming down from I'#

nity, Cambridga

of

Thackeray tok n ¢ German legsns in
London, and then frave =L for 4 time, upon the
Continent, spen| everal months At Paris,
Rome, Dresden and Weimar respectively  His

Gernan travels o bear frut in “Vanity
Fair” and other <tories and hus Paris experiences
in “The Newcomes and “Philip

In the antumn «f 151 he entered himsel! as
o stulont of e Mildle Temple, and, though
he wave but littie ime 1 the reading of law, was,

wtmately, aloutted th the bar e pever al
tered s opinion that the bar s a cold-Dlooded
profession at hest n thiat a lawyer must think
of nithine all his w but law.  In July,
1831 he had o face and it was but a few
years before s patn ny was lissipated. \About
the «ize ot h writhnee there are contradictory
accounts; W oilam unter mentions £20.000
as the sum. but the author of the present
blography tnclined  to think  that  the

money inherted from his father could not have
been  safely produce an
Income of mora than four hundred or five hundred
pounds. Tt does not mintier: 1 sily for Thacke-
rav's roaders 1t was disipated, and he had 1o
earn his Hvalihood well known that he
first Intended o become A painter. and, o that
ond, spunt some time in the 'aris studios; w the
end of his e he desigund many of the cuta by
which his writings were lustrated. At the last he
was much fonder of drawine than of writing.
James Payn has recorded thiat Ihackeray told him
the first money he ever reveived inlitarature was
from G. W. M. Heyrolds. When contributions
from him were first acvopted by Fraser (Bla k
wood naver printed any) is not known, but it is
cortaln that he began o write for the magazine
before 1835.  No article, however, has yet been
positively identified as Thackeray’s before Novem-
ber, 1837. Mr. Taylor says that, as early as 1834,
Thackoray was an established contributor to

-\

investodl s as o
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lins been respected by |

As the !

ted to the fact |

Fraser, and recognizsed as worthy t0 take a per
manent place in the brilllant stafl of that maga-
vine. When the Conmstituii,ng collapsed o
July, 1837, it swept away not only all that was

I'left of Thackeray's patrimony, but most of the

| fortune of his stepfather, Major Smyth. less

| than a year before Thackeray had married lsa-
| bella Shawe, daughter of Col. Matthew Shawe.

He waa then entirely dependent upon his salary

as Darls correspondent of the Constitultonal
| The young oouple settled in Parls in  the
| Rue St Augustine. Those who recall the bal-

| 1ad of “Boulllabatsse’’ may lke toknow that the
RRue Neuvedes Petite Champs, with its restaarant,

" was quite closs. When the married pair came
back to London they stayed with Malor Smyth for
awhile and then moved to Great Coram street.
Haring now no regular source of income Thacke-
ray plunged into work with immepse energy, |

| and wrote for many magazines and papers, in-

| cluding, besides Fraser's Magazine, Hentlry/s
| Miscellany, Colburn's New Monthly Magazine,
| Cruikshank's Omnibus and Comic Almanars,
| the Times, tha Morning Chronicle, the Globe
| and Gagllant s Messenger. Hesaid in 1848 that,
ten years before, ho used to work for Gagliand very
chegriully for ten francs a day. He would sup
ply drawings also to anybody who would pay |
for them. When “Erneat Maltravers” fell to
him for eriticism he applied the lash with the
utmost vigor, but, in this article, as in comments
on other novels by Bulwer, he showed what might
be casily construed as a personal animus.  From

November, 1837, until Auguast, 1838, appeared the

*Yellowplush Correspondence.” hut these papers

were carefully revised before their republication

In the last named year appeared “Mr. Deuceacs

at Paris,” “The End of Mr. Deuceace's Ilistary,”

and *Mr. Yellowplush's Ajew "

i In 1861, a common friend of Thackeray and
Iord Lytton wrote to the latter: *1 saw Thack-
eray at Folkestone. He mpoke of you a great |
deal and said he would give worlds to bum s me [
of hiswritings, especial ly some lampcins written |
in his youth. He wished so much to mee yim
and express his contritton.” Shortly after this |
Lord Lytion recelved a letter from Thackeray

| himeelf in which the latter aald: “There are two
performances eapecially (among the critical and

! bographical works of the erudite Mr Yellow-

plush) which I am sorry to see reproduced, and

1 ask pardon of the author of “The Caxtons' fora |

lampoon, which I know he himself has forgiven, '

anl which T wish I could recall.” The perform-
ances reforred to were promnted by Thackeray's
sense of the overstrained sentimentality which
waAs 50 prevalent in Bulwer's earlier worka,
During 1839, Thackeray, who wasa naturally
anxious to increase his tncome, which, when all |
the claims vpon his pure wers satisfied, must
have been meagre enough, endeavored 10 obtain

the post of sub-editor to the Morning Chronicle,
but without success,  About the same time a
friend recommended him to Colden for service
inthe Anti-Corn Law League, and he eventually
con rﬂ‘ll'm’ two wood-cuts to the Ant-Corn-l aw

circular twasin 1542 that Thackeray made |5

fiest conteihution to Punch, and he did not finally !
cease to write for that paper untl 1851 For

ten vears he poured much of his hest work into |
it, furnishing duol wues sietches | ve letters,
thumb nail <fmvnl'um eriticisma. politeal suis,
social satires poems, par «iies, caricatiurms and
even illustrations to other writers’ works 1o
was, in fact, during this period. Punch's prn
cipal literars supporter.  An event which marked
. an epoch in his literare bfe ocenrred in 1914
« We refer 1o the publicati nin ¢'roger s from Jan
| uary to Decemter of “The Luck of Barre Lyndon
. a Romance of the Last Century, hy Fitz Booale”
The story met with no great suceess during its
publication, but the discerning few who had
appreciated the merita of “The Geeat Hoggorty
Diam nd," were now convineed that ey ad
discovered & man of genlus who mu«l L(@ve an
impression upon the pages of Victonan licratire,

i,

We should now pause 1 glance at the chapter
which deals with Thackeray's marned life. e
had married, rs we have scen in 186 Fovr
| years later, after the birth of lis third child, his
. wife fell seriously i, and the illness eventually
; affected her mind.  Thackeray. lelieving that |
the mental dlsorder would pass away when her |
health waa restored, threw his writing asive,
sent his children to thelr grandparents at Parls,
and, for many months travelle] with his wife
from one watering placetoanather Loping against
hope that the cloud on her intellect would dissolve, |
At last he was compelled torealize the truth that
she would never recover sufficiently toresume the |
duties of & mother and a wife. She sti'l took
interest in any plessant things around ler,
especially music, but it was essential that she
should be properly cara ! for, and with this olject,
she was placo ! with a Mr and Mrs Thompson,
at Leizh, in FEssex. She outlived her hushand |
many years; in leed, it wasnot until January 1504,
E that the announcement of 1 er death was wade
{ in the newspapers. How much lLe loved her
« and how much he felt the How that had shattered
| his home he never divulged; 1 ¢ was not A man
' ta parade his domestic sorrows 1in public Never

theless, 'rom one source and another, the author
| of this biography has been alle to slean sorin
! indications of the grie! which Thackeray felt
1 on his return alone to his desolate house.  “1 was
| as happy as the day was long with her " he told !
! one of his chums; and, one day, when Trollope's |
|

groom said to him: “l hear you bave written a
book upon Ireland and are always making /' n
of the Irish. You «on't lise us.” T'hackersy's ey es
filled with tears as he thought of his wife- born
in County Corl, ~anl he replied, turning away
his head: “God help me, sll that [ have loved
best in the world is Insh.” Again in alter yerrs,
referring to “The Grent Horgarty Diamont”
which was composed during this period ol groat |
unhappiness, he remarked that it “was writien ot
a time when the writer was suflering un ler the ;
severest persanal grief and calamity,” "at | tine
of great affliction when my heart was very sa't
!and humble \men  Ieh habe auch
 From this time more than ever the thought of Lis
children was the mainspringof most of his acti
{1 sat up with the children and talked to tl
| of their mother,” he told Mrs. Woodtield, “it 14 1
| my pleasure to tell them how humble-minded
| their mother was” It was for the sake o) Lis |
| childten that he battled with his constitut onal
i timidity and nerved himself to deliver the two
| series of lectures  he to whom public speaking !
| was misery; and solely on their account he made |
his two teips to America, hating the sepsration
| from them, and longing during all the lung time |
of his absence for the day o, his return It is
| with some of Thackeray's own words that Mr
; Melville loses hia brief account of the tragedy
| of the novelist's married life. “Canst thou, O
friendly reader, countupon the fidelity of anartless
heart or tender or true. and reckon among the
| blessings which Heaven hath bestowed on thee,
the love of faithiul women” Purify thine own
| heart and try to make it worthy of theirs. Al
5 the prizes of life are nothing compared to that
| tme All the rewardsofambiton, wealth pleasure
! ate only vanity and disappuntment, graspe | at
greedilyand fought for Aercely, and over nnd over
again lound worthless by the wearied winners.”
This seeins alsoto be the place to notice 'l hack-
eray's experience of club lile.  Heing deprived
of a hone while he was still under thirty, he of
nocessity lived as a bachelor, went every ulr"n',
| and saw everything. It is 1o Le noted, however,
! thathe never forgot the peculiar position in which
i he was placed.  He did his best to be happy, and
| made the best ol hislile as his philosophy taught
| him, but there was no vice o' it, and, in spite of
! hisenemies, made chiefly by criticisms and satiri
! cal writings, no word of scandal was ever Lreat! ol
aganst him e had long hean a member of tie
Garrick which then had its house in King street,
I Covent Garden. This was his favorite resort
The immense influence he ohtained lere was
shown uearly twenty years later, when he quar
relieu with Edmund Yates, a quarrel to which
we may presently refer. He was elected 4 mem
ber of the Reform Club in Apnl, 18460 No man
has made more use of this club i s writings
It is described minutely in “Drown's Tetters 1
His Nephow,” made 1ts own contribution to the
“Snob Papers,” and figures in many of his noveals
In 1850 he was put up at the Athenmum (lubh,
but was blackballed, to the intense indignati n
of his supporters.  In the (ollowing year, how
over, he was elected unier a rule providing for
the annual introduction of A cortain number
eminence in
acience, literature of for public services,
without recourse to ballots iisa name
appears on tho roll of this dub as & “bar
rister,” but, of courme, he was elects! as the
authar of “Vanity Falr.,® “Pendennis” and other
well-known warks of fiction. In 1856 he was
mejectod by the Travellera, where the balloting
was by the mambers, not by the committee, the |

gelieht.”
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| most

| promise, however
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Lo lis detriment
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| in his books or in his
| correspondence had been fuil of testimony to his

ruling  majarity m-.-—uu}a

were afrald of sesing themselves in some novel
of the future.  Iu later years, about November,
1861, he joined "Our Club,* which bad been founded
by Douglas Jerrold.  Thackeray was also a fre-
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quent visitor 10 places of a different kind. He '

loved Bolemia, and has left a description of that
country in the “Adventures o/ Phillp,” the last
but one of hisnovels.  “A pleasantland,® he calls
it, “a land of song, aland over which hangs an
endless fug oceasioned by much tobaceo, a land
where sixla water fluws freely in the morning,
aland of Intuseating (with lots of cayenne pepper),
n land where men call each other by their Chris-
tian names, whern most are old, where almost
all are young, and whers, {f a fow oldsters enter,
itis hecause they have preserved more ten-
derly  and  carefully  than  others  thelr
vouthful spirita and  the delightful  eapac-
ity to he idle I have lost my way to Do
hemia now, but it is certain that Prague Ly the
most pieturesque oty in the world.” Thackeray

! was an orizinal member of the Flelding Club

which suceeeded the Cyder-Cellars Club, and
was estallishe! in 1852 His three favorite
haunts were the “Coal Hole," the “Cyder-Cellars”
and “Fyans 8" which he began to frequent snon

after he came of age, and which he continued |

to visit frequently until his children began to

| grow into companions for him.

Here wo may note what Mr. Melville has to say
about the Yates tncident, the only one in Thack-
eray's life which his true friends may see some
reason to regret. Thackeray and Yatea were
both members of the Garrick Club. They were
Lotk literary men, though the younger man had
not yet “arrived,” and they seem to have been on
terms of friendship if we may judge from a letter
written by ‘Thackeray in 15855, and reproduced
i this book,  Less than three years later, Yates
was appointed the editor of Town Talk, and, hav-
ing written a pen-and-ink sketch of Dickens which
was A success, he followed it with & portrait of
Thackeray, in which he accused the novelist
Jf flattering the aristocracy in England, but of
making in the | nited States George Washington
the idol of his worship. A want of heart was also
imputed to all the novelist's writings. Thack-
eray, who was at all timea acutely sensitive to
criticism, was made intensely angry and indig-
nant by thisarticle.  He hated “personal” journal.
ism, and he Leld that, in Yates's case, the offence
was unpardonabic.  To him the article appeared
agratuitous insult from a fellow clubman to whom
he had held out the hand of friendship.  He wrote
asevere letter to Y ates, who, on his part, forthwith
penned a reply, in which, while urging that he

had not meant all that Thackeray had read into |

his article, be reminded him of similar misdemean-
ors commitied by himself in his youth against
fellow clubmen, as, for example, against Dr.
Lardner, Sir Edward Bulwer-Lytton, Mr. Stephen
Price, Mr. Wyndham Smith, and Capt Granby
Caleroft in “The Book of Snobs,  and, above all,

Cin later days against Mr. Andrew Arcedeckne,

whodiad teen cancatured as Foker in “Pendennis.”
Mre Melville helieves that, had this letier been sent,
Thac: cray wou'd have 'et the matter Arop, for the
tuguogue argument wasirristible.  Unfortunately,
Yates showed the letter o Dickens, who, thinking
it too ippant, drafted another which was neither
dignified nor wise on the part of a man, who,
after all, was the offender At the time, it was
believed. and the belief has not since heen refuted,
that Dickens eorducted the affalr in a spirit dis-

" unctly hostileto Thackeray.  Atallevents Thack-
srav tonk the strange step of sending the corre-
spondence tetveen himself and Yates to  the

committee of the Garrics Club, in which he appealed
to the commitiee (o say whether the practice of
publishing such articles as that which he enclosed
woulll not be fatal to the conduet of the club and
intoleralle in A socicty of gentlemen.  Yates
protested that the commitles waAs incompetent
toenterirtothe matter, since there was no mention
of the club it the article. The objection was
overr-tuled, and the committee decided that the
offender shotld apologize to Thackeray or retire
from the clu) Yates, after consu'ting Dickens,
John Forster and others, determined o appeal
to the geveral meeting, at which however, in
spite of all the efforts of Delens and Wilkie Col-

¢ lins, bacted hy Samuel 1 over, Robert Bell, Pal-

grave Stmpson, Sir James Ferguson and other
. tuensial men, the resolution to support the com-
mittee was< carried by seventy against fortv-six.
No apology being made to Thackeray by Yates,

the secretary of tha club informed the latter that
the committee had erased his name from the list
of memlers
The fend thus bepun 411 not end quiekly,
Thackeray, it w as thoueht, ma's veiled allusions
to e Journatist din “The Virginlans”  Yates,
on Lis part, (o0 the Name by sarcastic references
to his opponent in the Lounger column of the
INuetrated Tomer untll, on Jan, 20, 16808 he
brought abont a ertsis by writing a spiteful tray
| ety of "Bouillabaicse”  Hal! a dozen of the

members of the newspaper's stafl
! to resign in A body uniess
lismissed. A com
was ellected on the conditlon

valhied
al once threatens

the offending verstiler were

that Yates should male no further reference
to Thackeray, who, in his tum, never again al-
tude! to the journalist in his novels.  Yates,
eveniually, saw the bad taste of the article in
Town Tolk and, when the Corrhil! Magizine
vns estaliie i ‘nttothee! tarwithout remark

At oemuwhieh Lie bl wontd be reenrded as an

It was retured by the editor « see
\

live Yranch,
cervation that he was “dn.

siredd by Mr Thackeray to return the enclosed.”

CNpea, however o lay revenge! himeef some-
whatinter o hen on Thackerav's death, he wrote
n beartined L oo that 1s quoted in the
second of these yolumes. It was alwars Yales's

wppession that, after the first outbreak of in
dignatten, Thackeray was more angry  with
Dictens than with him. and that the affair, much

was transformed into a trial
of strepgth lLetween the two novelists, Mr.
Jeaffrecon supports thit opinion by declaring
1" at Thackeray said to him, Yo must not think,
voune ‘un, that I am quarreliing with Mr. Yates
Tam ! The breach
of Kinlty relations which the Yates incident cansed
voen Tha keray nnl Dickens has led to much
apecilation as to whether any real friendship
had at any tme exvisied P otween the great rivals,
it {s certain that, up to the occvrrence of that
Incident, Thackeray had never lost an oppor-
tunity  of paying graceful tribute to Dickens
lectures, anl his private

i g the man behind him"

appreciation of his rival’'s work.  Nevertheless,
he is reported o have sald at one time: “He
'Dickens) can't foigive me for my success with
Vanity Foe'r! as f there werenot room In the
world for both of us; ™ and, atanother time: “Dick-
ens bs making ten thousand a year. He is very
angry at me for saving so, but T will say it, for
it is true.  He doean't like me.  He knows that
my hooks are a protest geainst Lis - that, if the
cpe cot nre trae, the ather mue=t be false.  But
Pickwiek” is an exception. It i5 A capital book.
It is 1l e a glass of good English ale,” On the
whele, Mro Melvftle onines that, in Dickens, the
subject of this biography admired the author
tather than the man  "Geninl® Yes,"” Thack-
eray once sald of Dickens; "but frank™' A
twinkle came over the spectacles  “Well, frank
as en oyster”

It was in January, 1847, that the first numher
of "\anity Palr" was brought out by Messrs.
Diradbury end Fvans, the proprietors of Punch.
To this day a belief exists .in which Trollope and

others  have shared, that this povel was
hawied arcund the town, and rejected every-
shere The evidence collected by Mr. Melville

polnts o a ditfereat conclusion. e iy convinced
that Mr. Vizewelly, who saw a great deal of Thack-
eray about that period, has told  the trye tale
“T'he hawhing about of ‘Vanity Fair,’ writes Mr
Vizewell, "of course presupposes that the manu-
soript was complete, and was submitied ipn this
ntate to the hall-score fatuous fools who deelined
it with thanks.  DBut 1 am positive that, when
arrangenments were made with Messrs
and Fyans for the publication of the work, with no
fur.ber knowledge on their part of ity natuie than
could be gleaned from Mr. Tlackeray during a
briel interview, nothing beyond No. 1 was writ
tei. 1 have no doubt whatever that the publish-
ers of ‘Vaily Fair' bought it, as most works
Laown authors are purchased, solely on i wreif-
er's toputation, which hia ‘Snobs of Tingland’
in J'unch had gready exiended,”
to learn that lradbury and Fvans agreed 10 pay
70 guineas for cach of the twenty mon hly parta of
“Vanity Fair'; each part was 1o foclude,
two sheets of letier-press, a couple of eichingy and
the initials at ‘he beginning of the chapters, My,
Vizewlly’s account is 1o some extent, su
by what Mr. Taylor says in his “Life of k-
*Some bef

e Tted Some chavion mtiiet Poncyray, had
Society! ‘whih be nad alleved et

I is interenting |

THE SUN, SUNDAY, JANUARY 7, 1900.

for insertion in the New Monthly Magazine,

chapters were to form a pertion of a continu- |

ous story of a length not determined. They were
rejected by Colburn after consideration.” 1t ap-
pears that when Thackeray offered he fragment
of the story which thus far was merely outlined
he had not thought of the utle which su uently

, occurred to him in the middle of the night

1.

Before “Vanity Fair" was finished Thackeray
had become a personage, and waa in his proper
place among the foremost men of the day. How
did 1t happen that lie attained to eminence so
lats® A good while afterward, he, himself, com-

plained that he was nearly 40 yoars eld hefore |

he was recognized in literature as belonging w
& claaa of writors at all above the ordinary maga-
zinista of his day.
then,” he said “than I do now. And | wanted
money sadly. (My parents were rich, but respecia-
ble, and | had apent all my guineas in my youth);
yet how little | got fur my work. It makes me
laugh at what the T'imes pays me now when |
think of the old days, and how much better [
wrote for them then, and got a shilling where
1 now get ten.” It I8 & (act that Thackeray was
38 years old when the last number of “Vanity
Falr" waa published. Disraell, on the other
hand, became famous as the author of “Vivian
Grey” at two and twanty; Dickens had written
“Plckwick” when he was five and twenty, and
“Oliver Twist," “Nicholas Nickleby," “The Old
Curiosity Shop” and “Barnaby Rudge' before
he was 30. Thackeray, as we have sald, befora
the appearance of “Vanity Fair," waa unknown
bteyond a narrow circlo. 14§ has been sald that
this was due to the fact that his genius took
longer to mature than that of his contemporary
Dickens. Mr. Melvilledoes notacceptthisexplan-
ation, but we are inclined to give some weight
o i1, for Thackeray was a realist, and refused
to paint life, except as he saw it, and, of course,
he needed time to see 1t.  Dickens is an idealist.
So waa Disraell In his early novels. So was
Bulwer before he wrote “The Caxtons.' Anthony
Trollope would molve the problem in another
way. He says that Thackeray had a maried
want of assurance. “Icanfancy.”says Trollope,
“thai, as the sheeta geout from him every day,
he told himself with regard to every sheet that
it was a failure. Dickens was quite sure of his
sheet.”  Admitting the want of salf con{idonce, we
donotdraw from it the same deduction that Trol-
lope drew. Sucha lack of complacency tends
to make work better rather than worse, and should
have led to his triumph earlier than ft did. As
Mr. Melville points out, Thackeray waa an artist
to his finger tips, and, while lessar men might
turn away from thelr completad task with a self-
satisfled smile, Thackeray would glance at his
mournfully, re-read it perhaps, and think, not
whether the public would like it, but how far
from perfcet in his eves were the pages he had
written.  All his life long he was consclous that
his work might be improved, and It was always
with a sigh that he sent the sheets from him to
the printer.

Asfor Trollope simputation of {dleness | iatrue
that Thackerary was unable to follow Trollope's
practice of grinding out so many words inso many
hours dally, a grotesque distorton of nulle dies,
nulla linea. Noone, however, whoremembers the
enormous guantity of copy that he produced will,
fora moment, listento the charge. The principal
reason for the fact that Thackeray had to wait
for adequate recognitin until the appearance of
"Vanity Fair” {a discernad by the author of this bi-
ography, namely, that, previously, Thackeray had
not given the public a fair chance to discover
him. “Remember the number of peertonvms.,
Had he chosen always to write over the pan namo
of Titmarsh, this would have been immater al.
The name Titmarsh would have been as much
apprecinted as the name Thackeray shonutd have
been, Dut, besides bis contributions to Pinch
over various fantastic signatires, and his anony-
moum work for magazines and journals it was
Michael Angelo Titmarsh who wrote most of the re
views in Fraser s Magazine, “I'Le Great Hoggarty
Diamond,’ “The Skeich Book,’ and a host of short
sturies; it was [key Salomon who wrote Catherine,’
and 1t waa Yallowpiush who wrote the ‘Corre
spondence and Diary,” and, finally, It was Major
Gahagan who wrote his own 'Tremendous Ad-
ventures,’ ‘The Professor,’ and 'Sultan Stork,
and who supplied Mr. Wagstafl with material for
one of the four stories creditad to tha! gentleman,
Again, Fitz- Boodle wrote his own 'Confessions,’
‘Professions,’ ‘Men's Wives,' and “The Luck of
Barry Lyndon, while Thackeray wrote under his
owvn name only Captain Rook’

{ "The Fashi nable Authoress.' and 'Going to Ses

« a Man Hangel ™

. not the high road to fame

This state of things rendered
it diMeult, even for the Initiated, to recognise all
his works, and to the averaze readar, of curse
each different name suggestad a differens author
Thackerav himself comprehende ! that this was
“It cannot be denjed ™
he wrote in “Hrown on the Press” “that men of

<ignal ahitity will wrlie for years in papers and |

perish unlinown, and in so far their [0t {sa harnl
one, and the chan-as of [ife are against them It
{s har! upon a man with whose work the whole

town is ringing that not a soul should know e}

care who s the author who so delights the pubiic.”

We are also reminded by Mr. Melvills that
the only bioks Thackeray had publi hed Yef ro
“Vanity Vair" vere “The Paris Skewch Book”
an! “Comic Tales and Sketches™ which con.
sisted of reprinted magazine articles not poe.
sessing the greatest value; also “The rish Sketeh
Book” and “Frem Combhill to Grand Cuiro,” hoth
inieresting and cleverly written, but not caleu-
Iated to. make a great sercation; and the pote-
ricusly unpopular “Second Funeral of Napoleon,”
Nobody will pretend that these beoksshowed
that a new genius had aricen; to this day the:
are among the least read of Thackeray's works
It may, of course, ke ohjected that Mr. Melville

has here overlooked the test of Thackeray s !

early writings, to witt "The CGreat Hoggarty
Mamond," “The Luck of Barry Lyndon” and
“The Snobs of England.” He has purposely

| avolded naming these, he tells ns, because 1ha

firet two stories had only appeare] in the perl-
odicals, and the last was in the coufsa of ap-
pearing In Punch Besides, not one of these
works had yet appeared in hook form, and few,
it any, among the puthic at large knew that tle
Snobographer was Titmarsh, author of “the
Great Hogearty Hamond,” and also Fitz- Bowdle,
author of “The Luck of Barry Lyndon ”

In our autbur's opinion, this simple explana
tlon fumishes the true solntinn of the somew hat

complex problem presente! by the tardiness of |

Thackeray's fame. To those readers who may
yet be unconvincsd, he suggests an additional
argument. let us suppse two Impossille
things, namely, that the Dritlsh public, with
wonderful discernment, had recogrized all of
Thackeray's pseudonymous writings, and let
us furher suppose that, recognizing them, the
public had had every chanee to read them, and
had read them.
have changed?” Not very much in Mr. Melville's
judement.  Thackeray would have been more
appraciated by a few, perhans, but just as much
neglectad by the many. One important reason
for su h neglectinthag, while most of Lisconvem
poraries, including conspicuously, Dickens, DBul-
wer, and Lever, appeale] to the gailery, end were
notabove playing toit, Thackeray, farfrom deign-
ing to lower himself to the publle, heid it 1o
be the duty of an artist (o educate it to M« own
intellectual standarl; a performance painfully
slow and not remunerative to the tutor, as Mr
George Meredith has leamned. Nobady Lnew
better than Thackeray what would suit the me

¢ jorlty of novel buyers; yet, knowing this, and

Liradbury |

i

anxious as he was to obtain the approtation
of his feminine readers, Le stoutly and deliber
ately wrote on in his own way, preaching
his own phlicsophy, and Indulging tn hic cwn

satiric humor; even the finest work he produced |

before “Vanity Fair," namely “The Luck of Narry
Lyndon,” must be included in the same class as
Fielding's “Jonathan Wild," a composition which
bhas never Leen popular with the general reader
Mr. Melville would further support his thesis,
that Thackeray, before the appearance of *\ anity
Falr” would not have been a popular writer, even
had his writings been more widely known, with
the aweeping assortion that all his sarlier work,

(with the possible exception of “Major Gahagan™, |

in mpite of its cleverness, in spite of is wit and
wisdom, and in apite of, or more probably because
of its very truth, is most unpleasant and painful
reading.

John Eswen Cooke
for my books. 1 have certainly never
such people.” m.cwnm. almeat all

T

1} with

(benrlhrbuobmebm atherine” is won-
derful, as Caryle naid, and but Fielding
ﬂ'h..ﬁ-bh:-.-m: ;.:-:LI.‘
want of heart and losk of tendecnos, the

to Mr.

R A o, B
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“1 turned off far bester things |

Mr. Plgecn,” |

How much would the situation |

“1 really don’t know.” said Thackeray |
“where | get all these |

— C————r

|
| books have really kept their tion by virtue
of the genius that crea m. One is im-
ressed by the author, but depressed by the book,
as the public wrong in not admiring them?
L4 1t not a wuwm that & story suggesting sololy
of thietly the cleverness of the wit or  the
brilliancy  of the writer is not & complets
Sucoess that the very predominance of that sug-
westion shows  there I8 sowmcthing wantng
in the story iwelf* Is pot the taste which de-
MANLS that the writer's genius shall not be thought
of unul the book is lald down § able® 1
one of his own reviews, Thackeray th prayed:
| "Uh! for a little manly, honest, God-relying sim-
plicity, cheerful, unaffecied bumble™ It
was only with “Vanity Fair" however, that he
began to give these things to the public.

|

“l wonder whether this will take, and whether
the world will read 11" Thackeray sald when
ha began to write “Vanity Falr," and, though
the publishers had aocepted it, 1t stlll seemed
doubtful for & time whether the world would read.
The earlier numbers failed to attract attention,

|
1
?
and the advisabllity of stopping s plblication | gooo o' o dangling after lords and fine people |
!
]

was mooted, but, lucklly, later in the year, the
! sale incroased with great atrides, and the suoceas
of the venture was assured. Many different

reasons have heen suggested for the change {rom '

fallure t brilllant success. Some will have ft
| that tHe change in the public attitude was the
resilt of an article in the ISdinburgh Review for
January, 1848, while others insist that the atten-
ton of the world was aitracted to the novel by
Currer Bell's eulogiatic dedlcation to Thackeray
prefixed to the second edition of “Jane Eyre®
Thackeray, himsel!, always contended that it
was the success of his first Christmas book, “Mrm.
Perkyns's Ball,* brought out in Decembar, 1847,
which made him popular. Mr. Melville has no
doubt that tha Rerirw the Christmas book, and
especially, the dedication. sach cave an impetus
t the sale of the novel, but he thinks that the
probable explanation I8 the simplest, namely,
that the book recommended iself by the greater
interest found in i1a pages as it progressed. This
view is supported to a certain extent by a letter
written in May, 1847, by Fltzgerald: “Thack-
eray Is progressing greatly in his lines; he pub-
lishes a novel in numbers —'Vanity Fair' —
which began dull, I thought, but geta better every
number.” Not every one, however, had found
even the earlier parts dull. Mrs. Carlyle wrote
In September, 1817, to her husband: *1 brought
away the last four nymbers of ‘Vanity Falr
and read one of them during the night Very
good, indeed, beats Dickens out of the world.*
As a matter of fact, nevertheless, even during
the time of the createst success of “Vanity Fair,”
only about 6,000 copies of & number were sold,
while the circulation of the parts of Dickens's
novels was frequently as much as twenty or
twenty-five thousand each. We have also
the  authorlty of Sara Coleridge for the
assertion  that, in 1847, “Vanity Fair®
was not as pomilar as “Jans Eyre” But, al
I though “Vanity Fair' may not have appealed
to the general public as Dickens and lever did,
or even as “Jane Eyra” did, 1t is eertain that,
among the literary class, aud what Is known
as Society, Thackeray now esiablished a fore-
most place  Su'h high-class journals as The
Spectator particularly pralsed the novel as it
was coming out in serial parts. In January,
1849, when rather more than half of the book
had already appeared, Abraham Hayward re-
viewed it in the Edindurgh Reriew, and sald:
“Vanity IPair’ is as sure of immortality as ninety-
nine hundredths of modern novels are sure of
aunibiladon ™

Writing on May 4, 1848, Pitegerald obhserves:
“He is become a great man, and, | am told, goes
to Holland House and to Devonshire House, and
for some reason or another will not write a word

to Holland House™ A couple of montha later he
wrote. “Thacleray I8 a great man. Goes to
Levonshire fonse, &c., and his book, which is
capital, is read by the great. and will, 1 hope, do
them  good”  Another old  friend, Monckton
Milnes, wrote in May, 1849 “Thackeray is win-
ning great social success, dining at the Academy,
. Sir Hobert Peel's, &e. 1 doubt whether he will
! be much the hanpier for it though 1 think people
' generally are for satistied ambition.” Mr. Mel-
ville, for his part, has no doubt that, for a man of
| Thackeray's sensitive temperaniont, the applause
l was a glorious stimulant, just the thing that he
|

had bern wanting for thirteen years, and which,
now that he had obtained it, did not make him
content to rest ypon his laurels, but urged him
on and on to strugele for vet greater honors.  He
hecame a lton, and remained a lion to the end of
his life.  lie went everywhere and saw every-
thing  He himself explained his reason for doing
so, and it was an inTenious one
more danzerons or stupefying position for A man
in Life than to be a ek of small society. [t pre-
his tdeas from growing. It renders him
intolerably ted. A\ two-penny-half-penny
Cwsar a Brummacen dandy, a coterie philosopher
or wit, 18 pretty sure 1o be an as<; and. in fine, I lay
Jdown as an aciom that itis good for a man to live
whore he can meet his betters, intellectual and
social T Tie followed his own advice, and went
everywhere, to balls, dinners and receptions in-
diseriminately. Carlyle thought he wasted too
much e {n this way, and that dinner-eating in

ver's

eonee

fashlonable houses was not a salutary discipline |

| for worle Thackeray himself, on the other hand,
| eontendin] that society was useful and necessary
to him
which he depicts. and native to the manners he
porteavs.” he wrote.  And again: "I I don’t go
ont and mingle with society [ean't write.”  This
was true enough, as Mr. Melville insists, to a cer-
tainestent for just as Diekens portrays the lower
elw s, so was Thackeray the novelist of the
hihier classes. Still, as a matter of fact, he had not
gone much, if at all, into the higher nociety hefore
he wrote “Vanity Faie” Certain candid friends
intimated that he was becom'ng a tuft-hunter.
“Mr. Thackeray has said more and more eflectively
about snobs and snobism than any other man,”
wrota Harriet Martineau, “and yet his frittered
life an1 his obedience ty the ca'l of the great are
the ahserved of all observers.  As it {8 80, 80 1t
must be; but O the pity of it, the pity of {t'  Great
and unusual allowance 18 to be made in his case,
I am aware; but this does not lessen the concern
occasioned by the spectacle of one after another
of the anstocracy of nature making the koto
to the aristecracy of accident.”™  “Thackeray has
grown a little blase” wrote Sir Frederick Pollock
in 1849, and, some years later’ “Thackeray,

himself and his books.”
| seems to hase noticed no change in him at first.
“I have seen ‘I hackeray three or four times.  He is
just the sams. Al the world admires ‘Vanity
Fair.' and the author s courted by dukes and
duchiesses and  wits of both sexes” In the
following year, however, he remarked: *“71hack-
| erany is in such a great world that | am

afraid of him; he gets tred of me, and we are
{content to regard each other at a distance”
Thackeray had a spiteful enemy in Dr. Gordon
Hake, who 1n his Memolrs, says: “le could
never reslize the independent feelings of those
who happen W be born to fortune—a thing
which a man of genius should be able t do with
ease  Thackeray, as if under the impression
that the party was invited to look at him, thought
It necessary to make a figures and to attract at
tention after the dessert, by telling stories, and
| more than half acting themn; the aristocratic party

listening,  but appearing litte amused  George
| Borrowe knew better how to behave in good com-
nany, and kept quiet, though, doubtless, he felt
s name.”  Our anuthor poiuts out that Borrowe
may have known how to behave in good company,
bt he certainly never learned to behave else-
where

The contrary evidence marshalled by Mre. Mel-
| ville is overwhelming, Thackeray never deserted
the more stricdy intellectual and artistic society
| of earller days. Major D-——— declared that
“perhaps no man wasever soimproved by success.”
Albert Smith, who had formerly been snubbad
by the novelist, now insisted that Thackeray
was a very jolly fellow, and no “High Arn” about
Lim. Similar testimony is borne by Dr. John
Brown, John Fsten Cooke, M. Kamble, Fieids,
Reed, Jamea Payn, Dr. Merriman, Bayard Taylor
and a great number of other men and women of
all classes who mot him.  “What | saw of Thaok-
eray impressed me with his genteneas and
charity,” Mi. John Hollinshead has written. “Far
from leing a cynic, hoe was more like & good-
natured schoolboy * ““None of the little asido-
sermona which he preached In his books fell by
| any chance from his lips ™" Mr. Vizetally has said.
*His placid temper and pleasant courtesy charmed
all who came in contact with him. Thackeray
was reticent in expreasing his opinion upon people
nT be did not Jike, and very anly seld Ll

to me; butl am sure this is not because he is asked !

“There is no |

“\ social palnter must be of the world

after he became famous, liked no subject so well as
Fitzrerald, for his part, |

natured things about any one.” Mr. Locker
| Lampson testifies that “Thackeray drew many
unto him, for he had engaging as well as fine
qualities. He was open-handed and kind hearted
He bad not an overweening opinion of his literary
consequence, and he was generous regarding the
people whom the world chose to call his rivals
| In & word, Mr. Melville refuses to believe that

n ' Thackeray, after he hecame famous, neglected

his old friends intentionally. That he did so

{ s & view irreconcilable with his whole character
x and every action.
! Thackeray, in a letter, defended himsel!

| against the charge. *"When a man gets this
iehsucu-r tof being haughty and supercilious
! w old scquainiances) he never loses 1 Tlis
| opinion once put forth against & man. all his
friends believe 1t, accommodate themselves 1o
! the new thenry and see cooiness where none i3
meant, They won't allow for the time an im
mennely enlargad acquaintance occuples, and

because 1 am not 8o much in their drawing rooms

o8 in former days. ‘They don’t know in what
(& whirl & man plunges who is engaged in my
business. Since | began this work of lectuning,
besidos travelling, reading, seeing people and
dining, when I am foreed out and long to be quiet
—1 write at the rate of 5,000 letters n year. 1
have a bheap before me now  Six of them are
about leciures—one from an old gentleman whom
1 met on the railroad, and who sends me his fugi
tive poems. 1 must read them, answer them and
compliment the old gentieman. Ancther from
! & poor widow in bad spelling asking for help
Nobody knows the work until he is in it. Of
course, with all this, old friends think you are
changed, that you are forsaking them for great
people, and so forth, and so forth.'
it was the imputation of tuft-hunting that he

Friendship:® “To know young noblemen and

of fashion has this great disadvantage, that, if
you talk about them, or are seen witn them much,
you offend all your friends of midd.e hte It
makes men envious to see their snequaintance
bettar off than themselves." Of course, hlm'nrru)'
had to pay the inevitabie price for his social popu-
larity; the loas of some of his friends of early lite
“1 like what aro called bohemians and fellovs
of that sort,” he told Mr, John .sten Cooke, “i
have seen all sorts of  society, dukes, duchesses,
lorda and ladies, authors, actors and painters,

the best, and bohemians gencrally. Wy nre
more natural and uneonventional, they vear
their hair on their shoulders if they want, and
dreas picturesquely and enrelessly ™ Mro Mel
ville submits that this is not the Ianguage of a
tuft-hunter nor were the following words likely
to come from an idolatr of rank: “When 1 sea
these mugnificent dandies  yauwnin out of
White's or caracoling in the park f like o
think that Brummel was the greatest of
them all, and that Brummel's father was
a footman.” At the same tme he thor.
oughly admired the je ne sais quot that marks
the gentleman, and. after all, as our author
suggests, a man may like to beinthe company
of gentlemen without being a snob.

v

he sald that Thackeray's novels were a pecuniary
success, compared with Scott's or DMekens's,
or even George Elint's,
will he remembered, £7 000 for “Middiemarch,”
and £10,000 for “Danlel Deronda”
as we have seen, g1 1,000 guineasfor “Vaniiy

Falr.” For “Esmond,” Messrs. Smith, Elder
& Co. pald him £1.250. What he received for

“Pendennis,” “T'he Neweomes™ and  “The Vir-
ginians,* the author of this “jography does not
tell us.  For “Lovel, the Widower,” “The Adven
l tures of Philip,” and “Dennis Duval," (posthu-
' mously published) which aypeared in the Cornhili
|
|
|

Magasine, the publishers pald 850 a pare, as they
did for all his contributlons to that periodical

For editing the Cornhill the first num!erof which |

appeared in May. 1807 he received £2.000 a yenr

but he resigned the poattion In April, 1862 Taine
in his"Notes on England,” mentions that Thaol
eray, at the height of his success, estimated s
veariyearningsat £4.800. Most of what he earne !
with the pen he apent. On the other hand, lis
lectures on “The English Homonsts” and on “The
Four Georges” were carelully invested as a pro
vision for his daughters and for their unfortunate
mother in her enforced retirement,  He was niot
62 when he died; had he tived twenty years longer

. he would have amassed, uniouhtediy, a consider- '
From a pecuniary point of view, |

' able fortune,
it was lucky for Thackeray that he did not suceeed
in entering Parliament. A seat in tle House of
Comm« ns would have been a source of continual
expense. Nevertheloss, altbough he knew Lim
melf entirely unfitted for imor mnt spea' ine,
and frequently brole down swhen Le tried to rereat
| & speech committed to mewory, he longed 1o enter

Parliamentary life, an |, in 1857, contested in (Le

Iiberal interests a vacant seat ‘or the city of Ox-
yfurd. Iv i, of course, understood, that, while
the University has two memlers, the city has tw
members also; the tow nsmen, and not the gowns
men, were the constituency to which Thackeray
| appealed. His opponent was Edward Cardwell,
| then a Peelite, and afterwarl a Lileral, who le

came muccessively Secretary for Ireland, Secre

tary for the Colonies and Secretary for War, and

was, ultimately, raised to the peerage. The

men did not  In the course of the canvass, he
| wrote to Dickens, urging him to “come down and
make a speech and tell them who Tam. for Ldoubn
whether more than two of the electors
heard of me, and I think there Ve as many as six
creight who have heard of you”  The Yates
incident had not occurred, but there 15 no evi
dence that Dickens respunicd to this ap-
peal.  The contest between ‘Thackeray and

ever

Cardwell was conducted with much courtesy and |

generosity, ‘Thackeray, when on the lhustings,
chided Lis supporters for Lissiug when the nome
of his opponent was mentioned. A characteristic
anccdote was told in the papers at tle time by a
tiriend of Thackeray, who was staying with him
| st his hotel in Oxford.  One day during the elec
tion, he was lonking out of a window, when Lo
saw a crowd hustling and hooting some of Mr
Cardwell's supporters.  Thackeray sterted  up
with an oath, and rushed down to the street, not-
withstanding the efforts of some old el~ tioncerers
who wished to hold him back. lie was next
| seen towering above the crowd, dealing about
bim right and le't, in defense of his opponent's
partizans, aud In deflance of his own (riends
Mr. Melville compares this actual occurrence
with an extract from “The Newconies,” the laut
number of which had been pullished about two
years before: “When Sir Barues and his «tafl
were hustled in the market place and most out.
rageously shoved, jeered ani jolted, 11 e Colonel
from the King's Arms organiced a rapid sally
which he himself headed, with his bamboo cane
cut out Sir Barnes and his followers from the
hands of the mobh, and addressed these rufians
in a noble speech of which the bamboo cane, ng
lishmen, shame, fair play  were the most e
phatic expressions.”  Thackeray made a st .t
fight but in spite of all lis endeavors, he was
unsucceassful,  when the result was announced
by the Mayor the number stood, Cardwell, 1 085
Thackeray. 1018 Thackeray said in his speech
after the declaration of the noll Let me tell
you a little stry. but a true one. Some years
a0, when Loxing was more common in this coun
try than it is at the present time, two celelrated
champions mettofiehta battle on Moulsey Heath
Lheir names were Gully and Gregoon
fought the most tremendous battle that had been
known {or many long yers
the worst of 1t As he was Iying on his bed sone
time afterward, blin .ed and his o
he asked a friend to give him s wnethins thornnk
| A person in the room handed him some arink
and grasped him by the Land Whone
18 this” asked Gregson “Iis Jdnck Gully s’
. was the reply.  Now Gregson was the roan who
, was beaten and Gully was tic congueror and Le
was the first man to shake him Ly the hanl to
ahow bhim that he had no animosity apninst im
This ahuld be the conduct o all loyal English
men, to fight a good fight, and to hold no ant
| mosity against the oppodite side  With this
feeling 1 go away from Oxford”
Whether Thackeray would Lave been successful
! in Parliamentary life the present liograjher

and Gregson ot

es shut up

No doubt |
had in mind when he wrote in “Mr. Brown on |

brilliant and notorious town bucks and leaders |

and, taken altogether, 1 think 1 ln;w"“mnurrs‘

In spite of the fame they bronught him, it cannot '

The latter received, it

Thackeray, |

gownsmen knew all about Lim, but the towns-

hand |

———

it wasin error.  He was too philosophical to have
developed into a leader of the House, for he coyid
not help seeing \hat there are always atleas: 1w,
sides Lo every question; he would 1ot have 1nyg,

ably posessed the convicdon so newliul gop
sucvess L the House of Commons that L parny 'y
View must be the correct one  He would oy,

been, in short, a “trimmer.” or what we call 1oy
a “Mugzwamyp,” and, by his defeat, the = ecretyry
to the Treasury escaped much worry and anpos
ance. while. on the other hana, there in no g
that Cardwell was a Lorn stelesmon, ang dag
good work in all the offices be filled,

v

We have sald that one of the reasona for Thack.
eray o resignaton of the editorship of the Corn
hill Magazine was that he found editorial wery
too painful 10 go on with  “How can | g0 luy
welety: with comfoni™ ho asked a friend |
dined the other day at ~'s, and at thy
table were four gentlemen whose masterpiccey
of literature 1 bad Leen comipelled to decline wi gy
thanks " In “Thorns in the Cushion” bhe t.ld
of the “thorn  letters” he received He even
quoted one and, conimenting on it, sald, “lere
i« the case put with true feminive logle: ‘1 am
 poor L am good; 1 am i11; 1 work hard; 1 have
a sick mother and hungry brotners and slaiers
dependent on me You can help ua it you will '
And then 1look at the paper with a thousand h
part ol a faint hope that it may be sultable, a1 g
I find it won t do, and 1 knew ‘t wouldn't do; ar. |
why Is this poor lady to appeal o my pity, and
brinig ber hutle onea kneeling 1o mybedside, and
i calling for Lread which 1 can give them if 1 chooee *
The present biographer dares swear that. in many
such an instance, Thackeray would accept (¢
manuscript though he never printed it, and would
pay the writer with a check on his privaie account
To recur to lus editorial annoyances, the authite
ol releciod mouseripia spent wuch tdme in wrliig
insuluing letters to ‘I hackeray, and the members
ol the corps de budlet at the Theatre Royal, Donny-
brook, held an animated, though one-sided, corre-
spondence with him  with regard (0 an inddeny
in "Lovell, the Widower"

Thackeray told Jawes Payn how & young fel
low had sent him a long story for which he de-
wanded particular atteution (rom “the greatesi
of novelists," upon the ground that he had a sick
| dister entirely dependent upon him for suppory
| and how, being touched by the appeal, he wrote
‘o his correspondent a long letter of advice, en
i closing aleo some pecuniary assistance. 1 feel
fur your position,” he said, “and appreciate your
totive for exertion.  But | must tell you at once
that you will never do anything in literature
Your contribution s worthless in every way, anu
itis the truest kindness, botl to her for whow
you are working and to yoursell, to tell you so
traight  ‘Turn your mind at unce to sume other
industry.”  ‘This produced a reply which was
couched in the most offensive terms concelvable,
and which ended by telling “the greatest of novel-
151s” that, althougl he haa atiained, by good luck,
the top of the tree, Le would vne day find himeel!
| Where he deserved to be, at the bottow of it Te
quote from ‘Ihackeray's own retections on this
BUuject, which we are sure are echvea by mauy
a kind-learted editor: “"Ah me! We wound
where we vever intended to strike;, we create
anger where we never meant harm; and these
thouglits are Wie thorns in our cushion. There
1S 0o wan, I suppose, who, out ui mere malignity,
would like to make enemies.  But here in uls
I editorial business, you can't do otherwise, and a

quecr, sod, strange, bitter thought it s, that
mustever cross the wind of many 8 public man
! Dowhatl will, be innocent or spiteful, be generous
| or cruel, there are A and B and C and D who will
Liate me to the end of the chapter--tothe chapter's
v end—tothe s of the page—when hate and envy
fortune and disappointment shall be over.”
l Wlhen lLackeray penned these words, the

chupter's ena was for him not far distant He
had had many severs ilinesses, and these had
I wrought much mjury to his constitution, apnrs
| irom the ioterual disease that produced the terrible

“pustas of pain to which he was subject.  In addi-
, tontothese troubles, late hours and lack ol neces
wairy excroise, coupled with tremendous continu-
ousbrain wors, had made it absolutely imperative
that e should take care of himsell, *f’un.m
m” Mro Hodder has recorded, “if he had eyver

received the best medical auvice.  Certainl«
Lhave, was the reply, ‘but what 18 the use of
adviceaf voudon't tollow 1t?’he continued. ) hev
tell me not to drink, and | do Jnnk. tell
me notto smoke, and | do smoke.  They tell me
notteect and Ldo cat. Inshort, Idoeivery thing
Lam cesired not to do, and, therefore, what am
1 to exject?” ilis method of working was in-
jurious to his health. I can conceive nothing
| wore hiorassing in the literary way,” Motley
CWEode u 1655 to his wi'e, “than i'backeray’s
¢ way ol living troni hand to mouth, 1 meun in

regardtothe way hie urmshes tood tothe printer's
[ devil. “Here heds just fimishing the number thay
Cmustappearin a jew days. Of course, whether

whor wen stupad or fertile, he must produce (s

staine amount o fun, pathos or sentiment.  jiis

gun must v regdlardy loaded and discharge |
at command. 1 should Uunk it would wear his
bfe out it did wear his life out.  Dickens told

Fields that when he locked at ‘Thackeray lyin

1 s o, he wondered that the tigure he ln.ﬁ

stown in hife as of such notie presence could

seem so shranken and wasted.  His hands were
L quite thin, like those of an old man of eighty.
| About s tme (1862), ‘T'hacaeray whd his cousi ;

"I have tiken too many crops out of my brain®
| He was undoubtedly overworked and disinclined

townte I would like 1o rest my head in some
{auiet corner,” he said to Miss Perry one day,

when his number for the Cornhi/l was nurfy
due. "1 had a ice scene thia morning, but it is
, aligone, and 1 cannot eall to mind a bit of it now.”

“I never take up the pen without an effort. [
Work only from neecessity, * he wold anothier friend.
It was about the year 1560 that he wrote to en

Ad Charterhonse - schoolfellow:  “The carriage
Isgoing down luil, isn'tit”  Mine is, after havin
had some pleasant travelling, after being we
nigh up=ct, after being lmwhrvl up again, after
teing roboed by footpads, &c The terminus
can't be tar off —n few years more or less.” In-
deed, Thackeray kuew that the end was near,
and e told his fnend, Mr Synge, when that gen-
teman was jeaving England for some years:
Ewanttowil you thotl shall never see you again.
[ feecthat b am doomed.” A few days befors
Christmas, 1566, Thacseray and Dichens mes
;i the steps of the Athansum Club; they had
nob spoken since the Yales afiair.  They
cochoother, and then Thackeray turned back
and, with outstretched hand, went up to Dickens
 nd said he could no longer bear to be on any
but the old terms of friendslip; and the men shook
| hands heartily, and once again were friends
I Sir Theodore Martin, whnhﬁnd witnessed the
reconcilintion, afterward remarked: “The nexy
,ume 1 osaw Dicaens he was looking down into
the grave of his great rival in Kensal Green. "

m Wednesday, Dee. 22, 1803, Thackeray was

seen in Palace Gardens, reading a book. “On

Pec 24" says Dr. Mernman, “I was s oned

about 8 A. M., to Palace Gardens, to ﬂnﬁ him

Iving dead in his bed.  Life had been extincy

for some hours ) (fusion had taken place into
his great and powerful brain and he had
away i the night into a better country where

there is no night ™
the Writer,” Mr.

In a chapter on “Thackeray,
Melwille admits that public opinion {s not, nor
ever hus been, entirely unanimous with regard
to the position which should be awarded to Thaek-
eray 0 Joghsh literature.  Mrs. Jameson de-
Clared that “Pendennis” and “Esmond” “ would

neser do " She parucularly objected to La
; ura
and to Lady Castlewood. “Sue men
texist she wrote ) o el

“but to hold them u "
ot execllence, as it objects of our lw-n?::;‘p.a?h‘n;.
s fault, and proves a low standard in ethice

andin ort”  “As usual, he is unjust to women
auite unjust” wrowe Charlotte ilrnmr “Thera
1% hinedly any punishment he does not deserve {0
making Lady Castiewood peep through & key-
sole listen at a door, and be jealous of a boy and
a milkmaid Harriet Martineau thought thas
the firstdrawback in his books, as in his manners
Is the vapression conveyed by both that he col !
never have known a good and sensible womnl‘ .
Mare recently Mr. Harrison has writien in tha
same strain; he can find but two or three admirabis
characwrsin Thael eray's works Ruskin prefers
Dicaens to Thackern . For the latter, at one time
| he conceived  something approaching dislike.
1 Fors o lavinera he wrote. “Thackeray settled
like a meat iy on whatever one had for dinner
and made one siek of 11" Matthew Amold did not
preatly sdmire him, and never disgujsed the fa )
that lis private opinion of him ditferad widely
{trom the general verdict  “Fhackeray is not,
{‘ vl':n‘:u‘ nl'ztmml writer,” he observed, lhmmh he
as bound b y
e i to admit that“atany rawe, his siyle is
Loabin the other hand, Edward Fitzger id:
Thackeray, you know, could zmiovlrznrAl':tn..tx!;io.
Spongs of Common Action than these ladies”
he was referring 1o Jane Austen and Grorges
LI L Again, slw\kmc of Disracli's “Lothajr'*
1 =aid. “The book is like a pleasant magic
lentern; whei it is over, I shall for, et it d nh:“
want to return to what 1 do not 7.,...-\; some of
.I haekeray's  monumental ures <
umanite, as old Napoleon ealls it, human.ia‘:ri"
s deptha not in ite superficial ‘ADPea AnG ?
| X{P;A'(l:ﬂhi v‘\ L} prnf~;‘nm! admiration for Th:c'l‘.-::-
AlLon in the poet's 't
his ron Wil a friend thay 'I"l‘l’:nfli'\'he;\?:lh" T
| gatded Thackeray as the head of ¥ Ih']r;. oty
ture of the \ictorian era.” (‘.rhrl:‘um l"ﬂ?:
L5 Duily that “Thackeray had mere renlite
in him, and would eut up into A dozen DI:'o o’
In 1554 be wrote 10 Emerson: "Th'u'lnm: feabi

1o 0 . abi
,':,," il and hadv of many it and qual

rileular
| finda [ difficult to say with certainty  Itis well .412:"0 n?.li.'ﬁ'wp ‘:‘h“m' with & dash
known that Trollope, an exureiely candid = what Robert Louis Stevenson ’::’ nots, finally,
*friend, was of the ouinion thal Thackeray in  eray's philosophy: call 1t A sald of Thack-
the House of Commons woulu Iave leen a dis [ know.  Krroe, and muffer] Zospel: 1t {a the beat
astrous failure. It 1y undeniable U a' his healih  death, those calamities "m‘"'l.:- and faflure, and
was bad and that his habits were w0ll Creg o paint upon so yast A seale "w" ocon arien
, and, h there ix no doubt he woull lave | hiere. but in A mare trua ‘pra ¥ are all depicted
done bis duty, it probably woula sorn have Lo retirn before this pheture to ine ririon.  We may
come irksome to him. He wasnota man 1o have | iaith. Wa may o mmﬂnmmo and ancieny
obeyed the orders of his party s wlip unhesita nh‘\;) that we give our lives ﬁ"n wa know noy
tingly. He waa the last person in the worla 10 | 10 . ke onral insects,

Bn believed l:lh frienda 10 Le always right and

" of ume, the reef of

|
[T et | AR WIS, 8 g

ulld up inseusibly, in the
e iwilight
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